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TLECTfON COMMTS.SfON, INDIA 
NOTIflClATfON 
Delhi, llie Of// Ocloho 1057 

TN THK COURT OF F.T.F.ClTON TRIBUNAL AT JAIPUR. 

Rf : Ei.F.crroN Petition No. -17.1 oi' 10.57 
(Bikaner Parliamentary Constiiuencv of Rajasihan.) 

Sri Roop Chniid, Sri Clnuiilal—Pi“f/f!/^wcn. 

Venus. 

Sri Pannalal and otlieis- Rc'ifynnclent'!. 

S.R.O, 3271.-Who I’eab uii appUiatioii for le.ive to withdraw thceleaion 
petition No. 473 of 1057, Sri Roop Chaiid and Sri Chuuilal J'cysw; Sri 
Pannalal and others pendinji before this Ihibunal has been jae.seuled b\' 
the petitioners above named iiiidei sub-sertion fU ol sc/lion 109 of the 
Repre.sentation ot the People Ael. 10.51; 

Now, therefore, the Election Tribunal, Jaipur in pursuanre ol the pro¬ 
visions ol sub-section (2) of section 109 of the said /\ct hereby causes a notice 
along with a copy of the .said application for leave to withdraw the Election 
Petition to bd published in the Official Gazette fixing the iOth October, 1957 
for hearing of the said application before this tribunal at 10-30 a.at. on the 
date fixed or as soon as thereafter as the business of the Tribunal will pennit 
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THE ELECTION TRIBUNAL. GANGANAGAR, 

Election Petition No. 473 of 1957 

1. Roop Chand son of Suganchandji. 

2. Chunilal son of Badri Kamii—Petitioners. 

Versus 

1. Shri Pannalal. '] 

2, Shri Kami Singhji. | 

8. Shri Kedar Nadi. I 

4. Shri Punam Chand. ^ Respondents. 

5. Shri Hari Ram. | 

6. Shri Udarara. I 

7. Shri Hukma Ram. j 

The petitioners submit as follows:— 

1. That the petitioners are unable to obtain any particulars of the allega¬ 
tions fn the above cited petition against the respondents Shri Pannalal, Shri 
Kami Singhji and Shri Punam Chandji and are not able to substantiate them. 

2. That the petitioners are unwilling to proceed with the petition as the 
petitioners are unable to spend any money and are involved in their own 
domestic worries and find tnat it will not be fruitful to proceed with the 
petition. 

3. That the petitioners have no evidence in support of their petition for 
setting aside the Election. 

4. That the petitionen pray that the petition be dismissed, 

(Sd.) Roor Chano, (in Hindi) 
(Sd.) Chunilal Pandia. Petitioners 

Bikaner ; 

The 6th July, 1957. 

(Sd.) Kartar Singh Campbellpuri. 

Member. 

Election Tribunal, Jaipur. 


[No. 82/473/57/12942.1 
By Order, 

DIN DAYAL, 

For Chief Election Commissioner. 
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